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ABSTENTION. See Procedure, 3. 
ADEQUATE REMEDY. See Jurisdiction, 4. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Aliens; Securities and 
Exchange Commission; Transportation. 


ADMIRALTY. 

Jones Act—Coverage—Admissibility of evidence that plaintiff had 
accepted compensation benefits under Longshoremen’s Act.—In suit 
under Jones Act to recover for personal injuries, when issue was 
whether plaintiff was offshore drilling employee or seaman or member 
of crew of vessel, it was prejudicial error to admit evidence that he 
had accepted compensation benefits under Longshoremen’s and Har- 
bor Workers’ Compensation Act. Tipton v. Socony Mobil Oil Co., 
p. 34. 


AGENCY. . See Procedure, 6. 
AGENCY SHOP AGREEMENTS. See Labor, 4. 


ALIENS. 

1. Deportation—Denial of suspension—Jurisdiction for judicial re- 
view.—Under § 106 (a) of Immigration and Nationality Act, Federal 
Courts of Appeals have sole and exclusive jurisdiction for judicial 
review of denials by Attorney General of suspensions of deportation. 
Foti v. Immigration and Naturalization Service, p. 217. 

2. Deportation—Persons born in what is now Communist China.— 
When persons born on mainland of China were ordered deported to 
Formosa but Republic of China refused to accept them, could they 
be deported to Communist China? Ng Kam Fook v. Esperdy 
(Dovetas, J., dissenting from denial of certiorari), p. 955. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 

Appeals — Jurisdiction — Ancillary orders — Expediting Act—An 
appeal from an ancillary order under a decree under the Sherman Act 
is not within the Expediting Act, and jurisdiction is in the Court of 
Appeals instead of this Court. Shenandoah Valley Broadcasting v. 
American Society of Composers, p. 39. 


APPEALS. See Procedure, 4-5. 
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ARBITRATION. See Labor, 1-2. 

ATTORNEYS. See Procedure, 5. 

AVULSION. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

BALLOTS. See Constitutional Law, III. 

BANKS. See Taxation, 2. 

BARGE LINES. See Transportation. 

BOUNDARIES. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
BUREAU OF PRISONS. See Criminal Law, 1-2. 
CHIROPRACTORS. Sce Procedure, 3. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Jurisdiction, 2-3; Labor. 
COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, V; Taxation, 4. 
COMMUNITY PROPERTY. Sce Taxation, 1. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Taxation. 


I. Cruel and Unusual Punishment. 

Death penalty—Rape—Whether Eighth Amendment permits im- 
position of death penalty on convicted rapist who has neither taken 
nor endangered human life. Rudolph v. Alabama (Go.psBeErc, J., 
dissenting from denial of certiorari), p. 889. 





II. Due Process. 

1. Death penalty—Rape.—Whether Fourteenth Amendment per- 
mits imposition of death penalty on a convicted rapist who has 
neither taken nor endangered human life. Rudolph v. Alabama 
(GoLpBERG, J., dissenting from denial of certiorari), p. 889. 

2. State criminal trials—Counsel for indigents—Noncapital con- 
victions before Gideon v. Wainwright—Whether refusal of state 
court to appoint counsel for indigent defendant in noncapital case 
before decision in Gideon v. Wainwright, 372 U.S. 335, invalidates 
his conviction. Pickelsimer v. Wainwright (Haruan, J., dissenting), 
p. 2. 

III. Equal Protection. 

Elections—Requiring racial designation on ballots—Louisiana law 
requiring designation of race of candidates on ballots violates the 
Equal Protection Clause. Anderson v. Martin, p. 399. 


IV. Full Faith and Credit. 

State judgment quieting title—Land on river border between 
States—When state court had jurisdiction of parties and, after liti- 
gation of all issues, held that it had jurisdiction of subject matter and 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

entered judgment quieting title to land, its decision was res judicata 
and binding on courts of adjoining State, even when jurisdiction of 
subject matter depended on which State land was in. Durfee v. 
Duke, p. 106. 


V. Interstate Commerce. 

State regulation—-Milk —State regulations requiring milk processor 
to accept its total supply of fluid milk from in-state producers and 
obliging it to take all milk offered by these producers are invalid 
under the Commerce Clause. Polar Co. v. Andrews, p. 361. 


VI. Trial by Jury. 

Federal District Court—Personal injuries—Judgment on jury ver- 
dict—Reversal by Court of Appeals—wWhether reversal by Court of 
Appeals of judgment of Federal District Court entered on jury ver- 
dict finding plaintiff in personal injury suit guilty of contributory 
negligence deprived defendant of right to jury trial guaranteed by 
Seventh Amendment. Southern R. Co. v. Jackson (Biack and 
Dove.as, JJ., dissenting from denial of certiorari), p. 837. 


VII. Unlawful Search and Seizure. 

Admissibility of evidence—State courts—Admission in evidence in 
criminal trial in state court of articles obtained by illegal search and 
seizure was not harmless error, and conviction could not stand. 
Fahy v. Connecticut, p. 85. 


CONTEMPT. 

Criminal contempt—Conduct of defendant in criminal trial—Issue 
of mental illness—Proper procedure—When conflicting testimony of 
experts as to defendant’s mental capacity to stand trial had been 
received during trial and he was committed to mental hospital soon 
after trial, fair administration of criminal justice required plenary 
hearing under Fed. Rule Crim. Proc. 42 (b) to determine his criminal 
responsibility for his conduct during trial, for which he was sum- 
marily convicted of criminal contempt. Panico v. United States, p. 29. 


CONTRACTS. See Procedure, 6. 
COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 5. 


COURTS. See Procedure, 1-3. 
CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, I; II; VI; VII; 
Contempt; Procedure, 5. 
1. Preliminary commitment of convicted prisoners—Later sen- 


tencing after report by Bureau of Prisons—Right of prisoner and 
counsel to be present—When Federal District Court, under 18 
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CRIMINAL LAW—Continued. 

U. 8S. C. § 4208 (b), ordered convicted prisoner committed to custody 
of Attorney General pending receipt of report of Bureau of Prisons 
and, after receiving report, entered order imposing less than maxi- 
mum sentence, the latter order was “imposition of sentence,” within 
meaning of Fed. Rule Crim. Proc. 43, and prisoner and his counsel 
were entitled to be present. United States v. Behrens, p. 162. 

2. Preliminary commitment of convicted prisoner—Later sen- 
tencing after report by Bureau of Prisons—Time within which to 
appeal.—When Federal District Court, under 18 U. S. C. § 4208 (b), 
ordered convicted prisoner committed to custody of Attorney Gen- 
eral pending receipt of report from Bureau of Prisons, and, after 
receiving report, entered order suspending sentence and placing 
prisoner on probation, appeal could be taken within time provided 
by Fed. Rule Crim. Proc. 37 (a) (2) after either first or second sen- 
tence, at option of prisoner. Corey v. United States, p. 169. 

3. Revocation of probation—Sentence—Change in absence of pris- 
oner—When Federal District Judge, in presence of petitioner, re- 
voked his probation and sentenced him to imprisonment for one year, 
subsequent entry of written judgment in absence of petitioner sen- 
tencing him to imprisonment for one year and one day violated 
Fed. Rule Crim. Proc. 43. Bartone v. United States, p. 52. 


CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional 
Law, I. 


DAIRIES. See Constitutional Law, V; Taxation, 4. 
DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1. 
DEPORTATION. See Aliens. 

DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III. 
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II. 
EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I. 
ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III; Labor, 3. 
EMPLOYEES. See Jurisdiction, 2-3; Labor. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 


1. Claim of permanent disability—Admissibility of evidence that 
plaintiff was receiving disability pension—In suit under Federal 
Employers’ Liability Act to recover damages for permanent dis- 
ability, trial court properly excluded evidence that plaintiff was 
receiving disability pension under Railroad Retirement Act of 1937. 
Eichel v. New York Central R. Co., p. 253. 
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EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT—Continued. 


2. Liability of railroad—Sufficiency of evidence—lIn suit under 
Federal Employers’ Liability Act, evidence was sufficient to support 
jury’s conclusion that railroad’s negligence contributed to plaintiff’s 
loss of fingers by frostbite, and State Supreme Court erred in vacat- 
ing verdict and ordering judgment for railroad. Dennis v. Denver & 
Rio Grande R. Co., p. 208. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional 
Law, III. 


ESTATE TAX. See Taxation, 1. 


EVIDENCE. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, VII; Employers’ 
Liability Act. 


EXPEDITING ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 
FARM EQUIPMENT. See Procedure, 6. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. Sce Employers’ 
Liability Act. 


FEDERAL ENCLAVES. See Constitutional Law, V; Taxation, 4. 
FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 4, 6. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Con- 
tempt; Criminal Law; Procedure, 5. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; 
III; V; Jurisdiction, 2-3; Labor, 1, 4; Procedure, 1-3; Tax- 
ation, 4. 

FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; V; Taxation, 4. 

FORUM NON CONVENIENS. See Procedure, 2. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III; 
Procedure, 3. 


FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
HARMLESS ERROR. Sce Admiralty. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Taxation, 1. 
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. See Aliens. 
INCOME TAX. See Taxation, 2-3. 

INDIGENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


INJUNCTIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2-3; Mootness; Securities and 
Exchange Commission. 


INSANITY. See Contempt. 
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INSURANCE. See Taxation, 2. 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Jurisdiction, 4. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, V; Tax- 
ation, 4. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See Transportation. 


INVESTMENT ADVISERS ACT. See Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 


JONES ACT. See Admiralty. 
JUDGMENTS. See Procedure, 4. 
JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


JURISDICTION. See also Aliens; Antitrust Acts; Constitutional 
Law, IV; Labor, 1, 4; Mootness. 

1. Supreme Court—Judgment of intermediate state apellate court— 
Not appealable to highest state court as of right but by leave —Judg- 
ment of Appellate Division, Supreme Court of New York, which 
could not be appealed to Court of Appeals as of right but could have 
been appealed by leave of Appellate Division on certified questions, 
was not judgment of highest state court in which decision could be 
had and this Court did not have jurisdiction of appeal under 28 
U.S. C. § 1257. Gotthilf v. Sills, p. 79. 

2. State courts—Injunction—Labor dispute—State court had no 
jurisdiction to issue an injunction in a controversy which was at least 
arguably a labor dispute and therefore within the exclusive powers 
of the National Labor Relations Board. Liner v. Jafco, Inc., p. 301. 

3. State courts—Labor disputes—Injunctions—Labor Management 
Relations Act.—Action for an injunction against union and employer 
to prevent decision of Committee, provided for by collective bargain- 
ing agreement, from being carried out, although brought in a state 
court, arises under § 301 of the Labor Management Relations Act 
and is controlled thereby. Humphrey v. Moore, p. 335. 

4. Equity action—Adequate remedy at law—Internal Revenue 
Code.—Equity action seeking injunctive relief against Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue who issued summonses for taxpayers’ records 
should be dismissed since there are adequate procedures at law to 
challenge the summonses. Reisman v. Caplin, p. 440. 

LABOR. See also Admiralty; Employers’ Liability Act; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2-3; Mootness. 

1. Collective bargaining — Jurisdictional dispute — Arbitration — 
Whether a labor dispute involves work assignment or concerns repre- 
sentation, it is not exclusively within the jurisdiction of the National 
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LABOR—Continued. 

Labor Relations Board, and arbitration procedure set forth in the 
collective bargaining agreement is not barred. Carey v. Westinghouse 
Corp., p. 261. 

2. Collective bargaining—Seniority rights—Decision of Commit- 
tee—Decision of Committee under collective bargaining agreement 
determining employees’ seniority rights is binding on the parties, 
as provided by the agreement; there is no evidence that employees 
were not fairly represented before the Committee or were deprived 
of a fair hearing. Humphrey v. Moore, p. 335. 

3. National Labor Relations Act—Representation election—Eco- 
nomic benefits by employer—Employer’s conferral of economic bene- 
fits on employees to induce vote against union in a representation 
election violated the National Labor Relations Act. Labor Board v. 
Parts Co., p. 405. 

4. State right-to-work law—Agency shop—Jurisdiction of state 
courts to enforce—A state court has jurisdiction to enforce the 
State’s prohibition of an “agency shop” clause in an executed collec- 
tive bargaining agreement. Retail Clerks v. Schermerhorn, p. 96. 


LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, : 2. 


LAWYERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
LEASE. See Procedure, 6. 

LIENS. See Taxation, 2. 

LIFE INSURANCE. See Taxation, 2. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPENSA- 
TION ACT. See Admiralty. 


LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, III. 
MARITAL DEDUCTIONS. See Taxation, 1. 
MARSHALING OF ASSETS. See Taxation, 2. 
MEDICAL PRACTICE. See Procedure, 3. 
MENTAL ILLNESS. See Contempt. 

MILK. See Constitutional Law, V; Taxation, 4. 


MOOTNESS. See also Jurisdiction, 2. 

Supreme Court not bound by state court’s holding—Mootness here 
a question of federal law—lIn this case mootness is a question of 
federal law, and this Court is not bound by state court’s holding in 
labor controversy that completion of construction mooted the litiga- 
tion. Liner v. Jafco, Inc., p. 301. 








1006 INDEX. 


MOTIONS. See Procedure, 2, 4. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. Sce Jurisdiction, 2; 
Labor, 1, 3; Mootness. 


NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, III. 

NOTICE. See Procedure, 6. 

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LANDS ACT. See Admiralty. 
PATENTS. See Taxation, 3. 

PAUPERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


PERSONAL INJURIES. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, VI; 
Employers’ Liability Act. 


PICKETING. See Jurisdiction, 2; Mootness. 
PREJUDICIAL ERROR. See Admiralty. 
PRISONERS. See Criminal Law. 
PROBATION. See Criminal Law, 2-3. 


PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty; Antitrust Acts; Constitutional 
Law, II, 2; VI; Contempt; Criminal Law; Jurisdiction, 1, 4. 

1. Supreme Court—Questions of state law—Certification to State 
Supreme Court——When it appeared that case pending in this Court 
hinged on questions of Florida law on which there seemed to be no 
clear controlling precedents in decisions of Florida Supreme Court, 
this Court initiated proceedings to certify such questions to Florida 
Supreme Court in accordance with Florida procedure. Aldrich v. 
Aldrich, p. 75, 249; Dresner v. City of Tallahassee, p. 136. 

2. District Courts—Motion to transfer suit to another district— 
Effect of state-court order dismissing suit based on same cause of 
action.—Federal District Court not divested of discretion to deny a 
motion under 28 U.S. C. § 1404 (a) to transfer a suit to another dis- 
trict, when a suit on the same cavse of action, brought earlier in a 
state court in the same city, had been dismissed by state court on 
the ground of forum non conveniens. Parsons v. Chesapeake & Ohio 
R. Co. p. 71. 

3. State courts—Federal questions—Abstention order—Return to 
federal court—Where a party who is remitted to state courts by a 
federal court abstention order freely litigates his federal claims there, 
he has elected to forego his right to return to the federal court; but 
where, as here, the federal claims were litigated in the state court by 
appellants in the belief that they had to, they can return to the 
federal court for determination of their federal claims. England v. 
Medical Examiners, p. 411. 























INDEX. 1007 


PROCEDURE—Continued. 

4. Appeals—Time for filing—Special circumstances—In view of 
petitioner’s reliance on District Court’s statement that his motions 
were timely filed, thus postponing the time to file an appeal, he should 
have a hearing on the merits. Thompson v. I. N.S., p. 384. 

5. Criminal procedure—Transcript on appeal—Indigents.—Indi- 
gent’s new counsel on appeal is entitled to free transcript of trial to 
discharge the obligation placed on him by the court and to give 
practical meaning to Rule 52 (b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure. Hardy v. United States, p. 277. 

6. Service of process—Agency—Contract.—Designation in contract 
for lease of farm equipment of person unknown to respondent as 
agent for service of process under Rule 4 (d) (1) of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure is valid appointment of agent, where notice of 
service was promptly forwarded to respondent. National Rental v. 
Szukhent, p. 311. 


PROCESS. See Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 6. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III. 
RAILROADS. See Employers’ Liability Act; Transportation. 
RAPE. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1. 

REAL ESTATE. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

REFUNDS. See Taxation, 3. 

RES JUDICATA. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
RIGHT-TO-WORK LAWS. See Labor, 4. 

RIVERS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

ROYALTIES. See Taxation, 3. 

RULES. Sce Procedure, 4-6. 

RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Criminal Law. 
SEARCH AND SEIZURE. Sce Constitutional Law, VII. 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. 

Investment advisers—“Scalping” practices—Right to compel dis- 
closure-—Under Investment Advisers Act, Commission may obtain 
injunction compelling registered investment adviser to disclose to 
clients practice of purchasing securities for own account shortly 
before recommending them for long-term investment and then selling 
them at profit on rise in price following such recommendation. 
Securities and Exchange Commission v. Capital Gains Research 
Bureau, p. 180. 
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SENIORITY. See Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 2. 
SENTENCING. See Criminal Law. 

SEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 

STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Taxation, 3. 
SUMMONS. See Jurisdiction, 4. 


SUPREME COURT. See also Antitrust Acts; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Procedure, 1. 
1. Assignment of Mr. Justice Reep (retired) to Court of Claims, 
p. 801. 
2. Reappointment of Reporter of Decisions, p. 801. 


TAFT-HARTLEY ACT. See Labor, 4. 


TAXATION. See also Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 4. 

1. Estate tar—Community property—Marital deduction—Claims 
and expenses—When widow in community-property State elected to 
waive community-property rights and take under husband’s will 
and received less than she gave up, estate was not entitled to any 
marital deduction and could not deduct wife’s share of expenses or 
claims against estate. United States v. Stapf, p. 118. 

2. Income tar—Deficiency of deceased tarpayer—Enforceability of 
liens against proceeds of life insurance—In State which exempts pro- 
ceeds of life insurance policies from levy by creditors, doctrine of 
marshaling of assets could not be applied to satisfy junior lien for 
income taxes against cash surrender value of life insurance policies 
and satisfy senior lien of pledgee bank out of remainder of proceeds 
payable to widow beneficiary. Meyer v. United States, p. 233. 

3. Income tax—Suit for refund—Royalties on patents—Statute of 
limitations —When taxpayers had reported and paid in 1953 income 
taxes on royalties on patents, treated as ordinary income, and claim 
for refund had been barred in 1956 by statute of limitations, but 
Congress in 1956 added §117(q) to Internal Revenue Code of 
1939, providing that such payments during tax years beginning 
after May 31, 1950, should be taxed as capital gains, claim for 
refund filed in 1958 was barred by statute of limitations. United 
States v. Zacks, p. 59. 

4. State tax on milk distribution—Sales to federal enclaves——The 
incidence of a Florida tax on milk distribution is on the processing 
or bottling in a Florida plant, and so the tax may be computed on 
milk including that sold to federal enclaves. Polar Co. v. Andrews, 
p. 361. 
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TRANSCRIPT. See Procedure, 5. 


TRANSPORTATION. See also Employers’ Liability Act. 

Railroads—Barge lines—Joint rates—When Interstate Commerce 
Commission ordered cancellation of joint barge-rail rate for move- 
ment of coal on ground that rate was noncompensatory and, there- 
fore, unjust and unreasonable, this Court affirmed District Court’s 
judgment dismissing suit to set Commission’s order aside. Chicago 
& E. I. R. Co. v. United States (dissenting opinion of Biack, J.), 
p. 150. 


TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI-VII; Contempt. 
UNIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2-3; Labor; Mootness. 
VENUE. See Procedure, 2. 


U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1964 O—720-508 











INDEX 


‘“‘ACT OF STATE” DOCTRINE. Sce International Law; Juris- 
diction, 2. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Federal Regulations; 
Labor, 1; Natural Gas Act; Security Clearance. 


ADMIRALTY. 

Stevedore—Defective equipment—Warranty of workmanlike serv- 
ice — Indemnification—Shipowner may recover indemnity from 
stevedore for breach of implied warranty of workmanlike service 
where stevedore, without negligence, supplied defective equipment 
which injures its own employee who has recovered judgment against 
shipowner for unseaworthiness. Italia Soc. v. Oregon Stevedoring 
Co., p. 315. 


ADULTERATION. See Food and Drugs. 


AIRCRAFT. 
Aircraft piracy—Air commerce—Private aircraft —Aircraft piracy, 


as defined in 49 U.S. C. (Supp. IV) § 1472 (i), includes private air- 
planes within “aircraft in flight in air commerce.” United States v. 
Healy, p. 75. 


ALIENS. See also Denaturalization; Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

Deportation—Continuous residence—Seamen.—An alien seaman, 
who left the United States on a foreign ship after a deportation 
warrant was issued and then returned to this country, has not had 
continuous residence here since his original entry, within the meaning 
of §249 of the Immigration and Nationality Act. Mrvica v. 
Esperdy, p. 560. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 

1. Clayton Act—Divestiture—Notice of antitrust charge—Since 
appellees were on notice of antitrust charge almost from the inception 
of the merger plans, the District Court is directed to order divestiture 
without delay. United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., p. 651. 


2. Clayton Act—Potential supplier—May lessen competition— 
The effect of acquisition by a natural gas company, then the sole 
out-of-state supplier to California, of another major gas company 
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ANTITRUST ACTS—Continued. 

which had made efforts to enter that market, may be substantially 
to lessen competition. United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., 
p. 651. 

3. Sherman Act—Bank mergers—Adversely affects competition — 
Notwithstanding Comptroller of the Currency approval under the 
Bank Merger Act of 1960, the consolidation of the first and fourth 
largest of six commercial banks in Fayette County, Kentucky, 
adversely affects competition and violates §1 of the Sherman Act. 
United States v. First National Bank, p. 665. 

4. Sherman Act— Competition between parties — Unreasonable 
restraint of trade—Elimination of significant competition between 
merger partners of itself constitutes an unreasonable restraint of 
trade in violation of § 1 of the Sherman Act. United States v. First 
National Bank, p. 665. 

5. Sherman Act—Consent judgments—Consent of Government — 
District Court may not enter consent judgment in antitrust case 
where the Government does not agree theretc. United States v. 
Ward Baking Co., p. 327. 


APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1; VII; 
Jurisdiction, 1. 

ARBITRATION. Sce also Federal-State Relations; Labor, 2-3. 
Suit to compel arbitration—No-strike clause—Duty to arbitrate — 

There is no inflexible rule that employer’s duty to arbitrate under 

collective bargaining agreement depends upon union’s observance of 

no-strike clause; nor is employer released from duty to arbitrate by 

passage of time resulting from its refusal to do so. Packinghouse 

Workers v. Needham, p. 247. 

ASSEMBLY. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

ASSOCIATIONAL FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, -VI. 


ATTORNEYS. See Foreign Agents Registration Act; Judicial 
Review. 


BANK MERGER ACT. Sce Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 


BANKRUPTCY. 

Tax claims — Interest — After-acquired property—Federal tax 
claims, not discharged in bankruptcy, bear interest to date of pay- 
ment from after-acquired property. Bruning v. United States, 
p. 358. 

BREACH OF PEACE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


CALIFORNIA. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
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CITIZENSHIP. See Denaturalization; Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act. 

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 

COMMERCE. See Food and Drugs; Transportation. 

COMMISSIONERS. See Eminent Domain. 

COMMUNITY PROPERTY. 

U. S. Savings Bonds—Fraud—Beneficiary—Savings bonds pur- 
chased by husband with community funds and registered in his name 
with his brother as beneficiary become brother’s property at death 
of husband, unless purchase was fraud on wife’s property rights, in 
which case brother is entitled to only half the bonds. Yiatchos v. 
Yiatchos, p. 306. 


COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts. 
COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 
CONFLICT OF LAWS.. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 
1; VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 
CONSENT JUDGMENTS. 

Consent of Government—Antitrust suit—Sherman Act.—District 
Court may not enter consent judgment in antitrust case where the 
Government does not agree thereto. United States v. Ward Baking 
Co., p. 327. 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Contempt; Damages; Four- 
teenth Amendment; Freedom of the Press; Trial. 


I. Due Process. 

Denial of continuance—Discretion of trial judge—Granting of 
continuance is within the discretion of the trial judge and not everv 
denial thereof violates due process. Ungar v. Sarafite, p. 575. 


II. Elections. 

Deprivation of right to vote because of race—Act changing bound- 
aries of congressional districts—Evidence not persuasive that racial 
considerations motivated State Legislature in suit brought by voters 
in congressional districts recently reapportioned claiming that appor- 
tionment statute violated Fifteenth Amendment and Due Process 
and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment by 
segregating white and nonwhite citizens in separate districts. Wright 
v. Rockefeller, p. 52. 

III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Racial discrimination—Congressional districts—Evidence not 
persuasive that racial considerations motivated legislature in a suit 








978 INDEX. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
by voters of four congressional districts claiming that state law 
apportioning districts violated the Fifteenth Amendment and the 
Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment by segregating white and nonwhite citizens in separate districts. 
Wright v. Rockefeller, p. 52. 

2. Racial discrimination — Selection of grand jury.—Systematic 
exclusion of Negroes from grand juries is denial of equal protection 
of the laws. Arnold v. North Carolina, p. 773. 


IV. Federal-State Relations. 

Military base—Exclusive jurisdiction—State taxation Federal 
Government acquired exclusive jurisdiction over lands donated by 
State now used as military base, and State has no jurisdiction to 
levy tax on property of lessees thereon. Humble Pipe Line Co. v. 
Waggonner, p. 369. 


V. Freedom of the Press. 

Paid advertisement—Public officers—A State cannot under the 
First and Fourteenth Amendments award damages to public officer 
for defamatory falsehood in paid advertisement relating to his official 
conduct unless he proves “actual malice.” New York Times Co. v. 
Sullivan, p. 254. 


VI. Freedom of Speech, Assembly and to Petition for Redress of 
Grievances. 


Expression of unpopular views—Breach of peace—Peaceful ex- 
pression of unpopular views at a place not lawfully proscribed by 
state law is protected from state criminal action by the Fourteenth 
Amendment. Henry v. City of Rock Hill, p. 776. 


VII. Judicial Power. 

Scope—Justiciable questions—Apportionment of congressional dis- 
tricts—lIn suit by voters under 42 U.S. C. §§ 1983 and 1988 and 
28 U.S. C. § 1343 (3) to redress denial of constitutional rights, com- 
plaint alleging debasement of right to vote due to malapportionment 
of congressional districts in violation of Article I, §2, presents 
justiciable cause of action. Wesberry v. Sanders, p. 1. 

VIII. Search and Seizure. 

1. Hotel room—Incident to arrest——Search of hotel room without 
a warrant can be justified as incident to arrest only if substantially 
contemporaneous and confined to vicinity of arrest. Stoner v. 
California, p. 483. 

2. Search warrant—Hearsay—Inaccuracies—Hearsay, if it pro- 
vides sufficient evidence of probable cause, justifies the issuance of 
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a search warrant, and minor factual inaccuracies do not destroy prob- 
able cause for a search. Rugendorf v. United States, p. 528. 

3. Unreasonable search—JIncident to arrest — Automobiles — 
Search of automobile after it was taken to garage by police, subse- 
quent to arrest of petitioners, was unreasonable, being too remote in 
time and place to be treated as incidental to arrest. Preston v. 
United States, p. 364. 

CONTEMPT. See also Constitutional Law, I. 

1. Criminal contempt — Post-trial hearing — Disqualification of 
judge.—Criticism of court’s rulings and failure to obey court orders 
do not necessarily constitute a personal attack on the trial judge so 
productive of bias as to require his disqualification in post-trial 
contempt proceedings. Ungar v. Sarafite, p. 575. 

2. Criminal contempt—Right to jury trial—Disobedience of Court 
of Appeals’ order—Alleged contemners have no statutory or consti- 
tutional right to trial by jury for criminal contempt for disobeying 
an order of the Court of Appeals. United States v. Barnett, p. 681. 
CONTRACT CARRIERS. See Transportation, 1. 

CONTRACTS. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Aircraft; Constitutional Law, I; III, 2; 


VI; VIII; Contempt, 1-2; Evidence, 1; Food and Drugs; 
Kidnaping; Procedure, 1-2, 6; Trial; Venue. 


CUBA. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


DAMAGES. See also Constitutional Law, V; Fourteenth Amend- 
ment; Freedom of the Press. 

General verdict—Punitive damages—General damages—Malice — 
State court judgment entered on a general verdict, not differentiating 
between punitive damages, where actual malice must be proved, and 
compensatory damages, where it is “presumed,” requires reversal 
since presumption is inconsistent with federal constitutional require- 
ments. New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, p. 254. 


DECREE. 
See Arizona v. California, p. 340. 


DENATURALIZATION. See also Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

Effective date — Deportation — Relation-back. — Relation-back 
theory of 8 U.S. C. § 1451 (a), which provides that a denaturaliza- 
tion order is effective as of the original date of the naturalization, 
does not apply to the general deportation provisions of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act. Costello v. I. N.S., p. 120. 
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DEPORTATION. See Aliens; Denaturalization; Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 


DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS. See International Law; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 

DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1-2; VI. 
DIVESTITURE. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; Contempt. 
EJUSDEM GENERIS. See Food and Drugs. 
ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1; VII. 
ELECTRIC POWER COMPANIES. Sce Federal Power Act. 
EMINENT DOMAIN. 

Just compensation—Procedure—Report of Commissioners ——Com- 
mission appointed by District Court under Rule 71A (h) of Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure to determine just compensation in eminent 


domain proceedings must set forth basis of ultimate findings of value 
in its report. United States v. Merz, p. 192. 


EMPLOYEES. See Federal Regulations; Labor, 1-2; Security 
Clearance; Veterans. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, 
III. 


ESTATE TAXES. See Taxation. 
EVIDENCE. See also Constitutional Law, VIII; Trial. 


1. Nonconcurrent sentences—Sufficiency of evidence-—Court of Ap- 
peals should consider sufficiency of the evidence to support imposition 
of nonconcurrent sentences for violation of 26 U.S. C. § 5603 (b) (1) 
and (5), since petitioners had moved for acquittal at close of 
evidence. Michaels v. United States, p. 356. 

2. Trial judge’s findings—Evidence to support—Not own work 
product —Findings of trial judge, although not his own work product, 
will stand if supported by evidence, albeit not as helpful on review 
as if he prepared them himself. United States v. El Paso Natural 
Gas Co., p. 651. 


EXPROPRIATION. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 
FEDERAL POWER ACT. 


Federal regulation—Interstate commerce—Sales at wholesale — 
Under 16 U.S. C. § 824 (b) Federal Power Commission, which has 
jurisdiction over all wholesale sales of power in interstate commerce 
not specifically exempted by Federal Power Act, has authority to 
regulate sale of electric energy, partly from out-of-state, to munici- 
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pality which resells bulk thereof. Federal Power Comm’n v. Southern 
Cal. Edison, p. 205. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See Natural Gas Act. 
FEDERAL REGULATIONS. 


Security clearance—Revised regulation—Exhaustion of adminis- 
trative remedies—Claim by employee of government contractor for 
loss of earnings resulting from revocation of government security 
clearance should be considered under federal regulations existing at 
time claim matured, and administrative remedies under later and 
substantially revised regulation need not be exhausted. Greene v. 
United States, p. 149. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Arbitration; Consti- 
tutional Law, IV; Labor, 3. 

Labor Management Relations Act—Concurrent jurisdiction —State 

court exercising concurrent jurisdiction under § 301 (a) of Labor Man- 


agement Relations Act applies federal substantive law. Packinghouse 
Workers v. Needham, p. 247. 


PIFTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; VI; Dam- 
ages; Fourteenth Amendment; Freedom of the Press. 
FOOD AND DRUGS. 

Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act—Adulteration—W arehouseman— 
Commerce.—Criminal information alleging holding of food by public 
storage warehouseman, after interstate shipment and before ultimate 
sale, under insanitary conditions in building accessible to rodents, 
birds and insects, where it may have become contaminated with filth, 
charges an offense under 21 U. S. C. §331 (k). United States v. 
Wiesenfeld Warehouse Co., p. 86. 


FOREIGN AGENTS REGISTRATION ACT. See also Judicial 
Review. 

Registration of attorneys for foreign government—Private and 
nonpolitical activity—Financial or mercantile activity —The services 
of an attorney, including litigation, for a foreign government are not 
“financial or mercantile” nor is the foreign government’s interest in 
the litigation “private and nonpolitical” and so the attorney must 
register under the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938. 
Rabinowitz v. Kennedy, p. 605. 


FOREIGN GOVERNMENT. See Foreign Agents Registration 
Act; Judicial Review. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 
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FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See also Constitutional Law, 
I-III; V-VI; Damages; Freedom of the Press. 


State action—State rule of law—State courts—State court’s appli- 
cation of rule of law, whether statutory or not, to award judgment 
in civil action, is “state action” under the Fourteenth Amendment. 
New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, p. 254. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Trial. 

FRAUD. See Community Property. 

FREEDOM OF ASSEMBLY. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See also Constitutional Law, V: 
Damages; Fourteenth Amendment. 

Public officers — Libel — Paid advertisement — Actual malice — 
Factual error, content defamatory of official position, or both, in 
paid advertisement, are insufficient to warrant curbing free expres- 


sion, and will not support libel suit by public official unless actual 
malice is proved. New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, p. 254. 


GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
HOTELS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 
HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Community Property. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. See also one 
Denaturalization. 


Deportation—Aliens—S8 U. S. C. § 1251 (a)(4), which provides 
for deportation of an alien who is convicted of two crimes involving 
moral turpitude, only permits deportation of one who was an alien 
at time of convictions. Costello v. I. N.S., p. 120. 


INFORMERS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Trial. 
INJUNCTIONS. See Contempt, 2; Patents; Unfair Competition. 
INTEREST. See Bankruptcy. 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. See also Jurisdiction, 2. 

Foreign sovereign—‘“Act of state” doctrine—Expropriation—“Act 
of state” doctrine, which precludes judicial inquiry into public 
acts of a recognized foreign sovereign in its territory, applies to a 


foreign expropriation decree even if violative of usual international 
law. Banco Nacional de Cuba v. Sabbatino, p. 398. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Federal Power Act. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See Transporta- 
tion, 1-3. 
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INVENTION. See Patents; Unfair Competition. 
JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, I; Contempt, 1; Evidence, 2. 


JUDGMENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 5; Consent Judgments; Pro- 
cedure, 6. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Evidence; Foreign Agents Regis- 
tration Act; Labor, 1. 

Registration under Foreign Agents Registration Act—Completion 
of registration form—Not ripe for adjudication—Where petitioners 
have made no attempt to determine which questions on government 
registration form must be answered and where the Government 
admits the inapplicability of some questions, the issue as to the 
extent of disclosure required of attorneys under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act is not ripe for adjudication. Rabinowitz v. 
Kennedy, p. 605. 

JURISDICTION. See also International Law. 

1. District Courts—Suits to redress denial of constitutional rights— 
Unequal apportionment of congressional districts —District Court has 
jurisdiction to entertain suit by voters under 42 U.S. C. §§ 1983 and 
1988 and 28 U. S. C. § 1343 (3) to redress denial of constitutional 
rights, claiming debasement of right to vote due to malapportionment 
of congressional districts, in violation of Article I, §2. Wesberry v. 
Sanders, p. 1. 

2. Foreign sovereign—Access to courts—Reciprocity——The priv- 
ilege accorded to a recognized foreign sovereign, not at war with 
the United States, to resort to our courts, is not dependent on 
reciprocity of treatment. Banco Nacional de Cuba v. Sabbatino, 
p. 398. 

JURY. See Contempt, 2. 
JUST COMPENSATION. See Eminent Domain. 
KENTUCKY. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 


KIDNAPING. 

Federal Kidnaping Act—Nonpecuniary motive—lIllegal purpose — 
Under 18 U. S. C. §1201 offense not limited to kidnapings for 
pecuniary gain nor to those where underlying purpose for which 
kidnaping is done is illegal. United States v. Healy, p. 75. 

LABOR. See also Admiralty; Arbitration; Federal-State Rela- 
tions. 

1. Certification proceedings—Joint employers—Reviewability of 
order—Order by the National Labor Relations Board in certifica- 
tion proceedings under §9 (c) of the National Labor Relations Act 
for election by employees of joint employers is not a final order and 
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thus not reviewable under § 10 (e) and (f) of the Act. Boire v. 
Greyhound Corp., p. 473. 

2. Labor Management Relations Act—Arbitration—Disappearance 
of employer by merger—Rights of employees under collective bar- 
gaining agreement are not automatically lost by disappearance of 
employer via merger, and in appropriate circumstances the successor 
employer may be required to arbitrate under the contract. John 
Wiley & Sons v. Livingston, p. 548. 

3. Labor Management Relations Act—Suit to compel arbitration— 
No-strike clause—Union’s alleged breach of no-strike clause in col- 
lective bargaining agreement did not relieve employer of duty under 
such agreement to arbitrate; employer can pursue claim for damages 
for breach of no-strike clause in state court. Packinghouse Workers 
v. Needham, p. 247. 

4. National Labor Relations Act—Primary picketing—Picketing at 
railroad entrance gate to plant —Primary picketing under § 8 (b) (4) 
of the National Labor Relations Act includes the right to picket the 
railroad entrance gate to the struck plant. Steelworkers v. Labor 
Board, p. 492. 

LIBEL. See Constitutional Law, V; Damages; Fourteenth 
Amendment; Freedom of the Press, 
LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty. 
MANDAMUS. See Procedure, 2; Venue. 
MARITAL DEDUCTION. See Taxation. 
MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-4; Labor, 2. 
MILITARY SERVICE. Sce Veterans. 
MISSISSIPPI. See Contempt, 2. 
MOTOR CARRIERS. See Transportation, 1. 
NATIONAL BANKS. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 
NATURAL GAS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
NATURAL GAS ACT. 

Certificate of convenience and necessity—Maintenance of price con- 
ditions—Proposed price changes——Issuance by the Federal Power 
Commission of temporary certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity under §7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act may be conditioned on 
maintenance of prescribed price during the temporary period; and 
producer can file proposed price changes under §4 only after the 


issuance of permanent or unconditional temporary certificate. 
Federal Power Comm’n v. Hunt, p. 515. 
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NATURALIZATION. See Denaturalization; Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 


NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty. 
NEGROES. Sce Constitutional Law, II; III, 1-2; VI. 
NORTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


PATENTS. 

1. Invalidity of design patent—Copying—State unfair competition 
law.—Design not entitled to design patent may be copied at will and 
suit under state unfair competition law for injunction against or 
damages for copying is in conflict with federal patent law. Compco 
Corp. v. Day-Brite Lighting, p. 234. 

2. Invalidity of patent—State unfair competition law—Copying — 
State unfair competition law cannot support injunction against or 
damages for copying products invalidly patented, as such use of 
state law would conflict with federal patent law. Sears, Roebuck & 
Co. v. Stiffel Co., p. 225. 

PICKETING. See Labor, 4. 
PIPELINES. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
PROCEDURE. See also Contempt; Evidence, 1; Labor, 1; Venue. 

1. Supreme Court—Certiorari—Dismissal for lack of jurisdiction— 
Not final judgment.—Writ of certiorari dismissed for lack of juris- 
diction since denial of preliminary hearing by state court is not 
“final” judgment under 28 U.S. C. § 1257. Arceneaux v. Louisiana, 
p. 336. 

2. Court of Appeals—Transfer of venue—Federal Rules of Crim- 
inal Procedure—District Court’s use of an inappropriate factor in 
denying transfer of venue of criminal prosecution does not empower 
Court of Appeals to exercise the discretionary function given the 
trial judge under Rule 21 (b) of Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 
by mandamusing the transfer itself. Platt v. Minnesota Mining, 
p. 240. 

3. District Courts—Transfer of civil action—No change in govern- 
ing state law—Where action is properly brought in transferor Dis- 
trict Court and where defendant seeks a transfer under § 1404 (a) of 
the Judicial Code of 1948, change of venue should not be accom- 
panied by a change in the governing state law. Van Dusen v. 
Barrack, p. 612. 

4. District Courts—Transfer of civil action—“Where it might have 
been brought.’”—“Where it might have been brought” in § 1404 (a) 
of the Judicial Code of 1948 is construed with reference to federal 
venue laws setting forth the districts where such actions “may be 
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brought,” and not with reference to th: the State where the 
transferee District Court is located. ° av. Barrack, p. 612. 

5. Eminent domain—Just com; ~Report of commis- 
sioners.—Commission appointed by I’.. » «: ourt under Rule 71A (h) 
of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure to determine just compensation 
in eminent domain proceedings must set forth basis of ultimate 
findings of value in its report. United States v. Merz, p. 192. 

6. Time for taking appeal in criminal case—Effect of petition for 
rehearing. —Under Rule 11 (2) of this Court, providing that criminal 
appeal from District Court to this Court must be filed within 30 
days after entry of “judgment or order” appealed from, timely filing 
of petition for rehearing renders judgment nonfinal for appeal pur- 
poses, and 30-day period runs from date of denial of rehearing 
petition. United States v. Healy, p. 75. 

PUBLIC OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, V; Damages; 
Fourteenth Amendment; Freedom of the Press. 


PUERTO RICANS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 
1-2; VI. 

RAILROADS. See Labor, 4; Transportation, 2-3. 

RATES. See Transportation, 2. 

REAL PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

RECOGNITION. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 

REHEARING. See Procedure, 6. 

RESIDENCE. See Aliens. 

RULES. See Contempt, 2; Procedure, 2, 5-6. 

SAVINGS BONDS. See Community Property. 

SEAMEN. See Aliens. 

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Trial. 

SEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty. 

SECURITY CLEARANCE. 

Federal regulations—Contractor employees—Administrative pro- 
cedure——Claim by employee of government contractor for loss of 
earnings resulting from revocation of government security clearance 
should be considered under the federal regulations existing at time 
claim matured, and administrative remedies under later and substan- 
tially revised regulation need not be exhausted. Greene v. United 
States, p. 149. 
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SENIORITY. See Veterans. 

SENTENCE. See Evidence, 1. 

SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3-5. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
SOVEREIGNTY. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 
STEVEDORES. See Admiralty. 

STRIKES. See Arbitration; Federal-State Relations; Labor, 3-4. 
SUGAR. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


TAXATION. See also Bankruptcy; Constitutional Law, IV. 

Estate tax—Widow’s allowance— Marital deduction. — Since 
widow’s allowance, which is determined as of time of decedent’s death, 
may be defeated by her death or remarriage, it is terminable within 
the meaning of § 812 (e)(1)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1939. Jackson v. United States, p. 503. 


TRANSFERS OF ACTION. See Procedure, 2-4; Venue. 


TRANSPORTATION. 

1. Contract carriers—Conversion to common carriers—Limited 
certificate —When Interstate Commerce Commission converts a con- 
tract carrier permit to a common carrier certificate it can impose only 
those restrictions under which carrier was operating before conversion. 
United States v. Montgomery, Inc., p. 389. 

2. Interstate Commerce Commission—Railroad rates—National 
Transportation Policy—In a hearing under §4 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act it was error for the Interstate Commerce Commission 
not to consider appellants’ claims that the proposed rates violated 
other sections of the Act and were contrary to the National Trans- 
portation Policy. Mechling Barge Lines v. United States, p. 375. 

3. Interstate Commerce Commission — Railroads — Intrastate 
trains —Discontinuance of unprofitable intrastate passenger trains 
may be authorized by Interstate Commerce Commission under 49 
U.S. C. § 13a (2) as burden on interstate commerce, without giving 
effect to prosperity of intrastate operations of carrier as a whole, or 
any portion thereof. Southern R. Co. v. North Carolina, p. 93. 


TRIAL. See also Constitutional Law, I; III, 2; VIII, 2; Contempt. 

Criminal cases—Informers—Disclosure of identity—Petitioner’s 
claim that he was entitled to informer’s name to defend self at trial 
is rejected where first raised in reply brief on appeal, his previous 
request having been only in support of motion to suppress the 
evidence. Rugendorf v. United States, p. 528. 
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UNFAIR COMPETITION. 


1. Invalidity of design patent—State law—Copying.—Design not 
entitled to design patent may be copied at will and suit under state 
unfair competition law for injunction against or damages for copying 
is in conflict with federal patent law. Compco Corp. v. Day-Brite 
Lighting, p. 234. 

2. Invalidity of patent—Copying—State law.—State unfair com- 
petition law cannot support injunction against or damages for copy- 
ing products invalidly patented, as such use of state law would 
conflict with federal patent law. Sears, Roebuck & Co. v. Stiffel Co., 
p. 225. 


UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty. 


VENUE. See also Procedure, 2-4. 


Transfer of venue—Criminal prosecution—Corporate defendant — 
In determining proper venue in multi-venue criminal case, location of 
main office or “home” of corporate defendant has no independent 
significance in deciding if transfer is “in the interest of justice.” 
Platt v. Minnesota Mining, p. 240. 


VETERANS. 
1. Reemployment—Semiority rights—Universal Military Training 


and Service Act——Reemployed veteran is entitled, upon completion 
of work period, to seniority as of date he would have completed such 
period but for absence in military service. Tilton v. Missouri P. R. 
Co., p. 169. 

2. Seniority rights—Advancement—Universal Military Training 
and Service Act——Reemployed veteran’s otherwise automatic ad- 
vancement did not lack reasonable foreseeability. so as to defeat his 
claim to seniority because of possibility that balance between the 
supply and demand of labor at certain point and date would have 
prevented such advancement. Brooks v. Missouri P. R. Co., p. 182. 


VOTERS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1; VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 
WAREHOUSEMAN. See Food and Drugs. 


WORDS. 

1. “Aircraft piracy.”—Federal Aviation Act, § 902 (i); 49 U.S. C. 
(Supp. IV) § 1472 (i). United States v. Healy, p. 75. 

2. “Financial or mercantile.’—Foreign Agents Registration Act, 
§3 (d); 22 U.S.C. (Supp. IV) §613 (d). Rabinowitz v. Kennedy, 
p. 605. 


3. “In the interest of justice.’—Rule 21 (b), Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure. Platt v. Minnesota Mining, p. 240. 
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4. “Line of commerce.”—Clayton Act, §7; 15 U. S. C. §18. 
United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., p. 651. 

5. “Primary picketing.”—National Labor Relations Act, § 8 (b) (4); 
29 U.S. C. (Supp. IV) § 158 (b) (4). Steelworkers v. Labor Board, 
p. 492. 

6. “Private and nonpolitical.”—Foreign Agents Registration Act, 
§3 (d); 22 U.S.C. (Supp. IV) §613 (d). Rabinowitz v. Kennedy, 
p. 605. 

7. “Purchased.”—Article I, § 8, cl. 17, United States Constitution. 
Humble Pipe Line Co. v. Waggonner, p. 369. 

8. “Residence in the United States continuously.”—Immigration 
and Nationality Act, § 249; 8 U.S. C. § 1259. Mrvica v. Esperdy, 
p. 560. 

9. “Sale of electric energy at wholesale in interstate commerce.” — 
Federal Power Act, § 201 (b); 16 U.S. C. § 824 (b). Federal Power 
Comm’n v. Southern Cal. Edison, p. 205. 

10. “Section of the country.”—Clayton Act, §7; 15 U.S.C. §18. 
United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., p. 651. 

11. “Terminate or fail.”—Internal Revenue Code of 1939, § 812 (e) 
(1) (B); 26 U. S. C. (1952 ed.) §812 (e) (1) (B). Jackson v. 
United States, p. 503. 


12. “Where it might have been brought.”—Judicial Code of 1948, 
§ 1404 (a); 28 U. S. C. § 1404 (a). Van Dusen v. Barrack, p. 612. 

13. “Without loss of seniority.’”—Universal Military Training and 
Service Act, §9 (c) (1); 50 U.S. C. App. § 459 (c) (1). Tilton v. 
Missouri P. R. Co., p. 169. 
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ABSTENTION. See Procedure, 4-6, 8. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. Sce Natural Gas Act. 
AFFIDAVITS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

AGENCY. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. See Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


ALABAMA. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; IV, 2, 4, 7; Foreign 
Corporations; Freedom of Association; Procedure, 1, 3, 9; 
Voters. 


ALUMINUM. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 

1. Clayton Act—Line of commerce—Submarkets—Bare and insu- 
lated aluminum conductor, each a separate submarket from its copper 
counterpart, being distinct in use and price, may be combined into 
one line of commerce. United States v. Alcoa, p. 271. 

2. Clayton Act—Merger of aluminum companies—Divestiture — 
Acquisition by the leading producer of aluminum conductor of a 
company with 1.3% of the market, in the framework of this oligop- 
olistic industry, would likely lessen competition and divestiture is 
proper. United States v. Alcoa, p. 271. 

3. Sherman Act—Consignment agreement—Resale price mainte- 
nance—Gasoline filling stations—The antitrust laws prevent resale 
price maintenance through the use of a coercive consignment agree- 
ment between an oil company and gasoline filling station operators. 
Simpson v. Union Oil Co., p. 13. 


ANTITRUST IMMUNITY ACT. See Witnesses. 

APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-9; Legisla- 
tures; Procedure, 7; Voters. 

ASSESSMENTS. See Priority. 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; Right to 
Counsel. 
AUTOMOBILES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Damages; Pat- 
ente, 1-2, 4; Taxes, 2. 
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BIBLE READING. See Constitutional Law, V. 

BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act. 

CARRIERS. See Transportation. 

CHARTERS. See Maritime Commission. 

CITIZENSHIP. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VII. 

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 

COLORADO. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-4, 8. 

COMBINATION PATENTS. See Damages; Patents. 

COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, I, 1-3; IX; 
Taxes, 2; Transportation, 1-2. 

COMMON CARRIERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Federal 
Employers’ Liability Act; Interstate Commerce Commission; 
Transportation, 1-2. 

COMPENSATORY DAMAGES. See Federal-State Relations; 
Labor Management Relations Act. 

COMPETITION. Sce Antitrust Acts. 

CONFLICT OF LAWS. See Insurance. 

CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE. Sce Witnesses. 

CONSIGNMENT. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Eleventh Amendment; Fed- 
eral Employers’ Liability Act; Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure; Legislatures; Procedure, 3-4, 6, 9; Right to Counsel; 
Schools; Taxes, 1; Voters. 

I. Commerce Clause. 

1. State-owned railroad— Waiver of immunity.—Operation of 
state-owned railroad in interstate commerce constituted a waiver of 
State’s sovereign immunity and consent to suit under the Federal 
Employers’ Liability Act. Parden v. Terminal R. Co., p. 184. 

2. State taxation—Multiple taxation—Though interstate com- 
merce cannot be burdened by multiple taxation, which appellant 
failed to establish here, a tax measured by gross receipts is constitu- 
tionally proper if fairly apportioned. General Motors v. Wash- 
ington, p. 436. 

3. Twenty-first Amendment—lIntozxicating liquors—A State can, 
under the Twenty-first Amendment, regulate the transportation of 
intoxicants through its territory to avoid diversion to domestic 
channels but is barred by the Commerce Clause from preventing 
transactions supervised by the Customs Bureau for delivery in 
foreign countries. Hostetter v. Idlewild Liquor Corp., p. 324. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
II. Double Jeopardy. 

Retrial after conviction set aside on collateral attack—Double 
jeopardy does not bar retrial of defendant whose conviction is set 
aside on collateral attack for error in the proceedings leading to 
conviction. United States v. Tateo, p. 463. 


III. Due Process. 

1. Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952—Loss of citizenship 
for residing abroad—Loss of citizenship by naturalized citizen for 
residence abroad, under § 352 (a)(1) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act of 1952, is discriminatory and violative of due process 
under the Fifth Amendment, since no such restriction applies to 
native-born citizens. Schneider v. Rusk, p. 163. 

2. State loyalty oaths—Vagueness.—State statutes requiring loyalty 
oaths for teachers and all state employees are violative of due process 
since they are unduly vague, uncertain and broad and tend to inhibit 
free speech. Baggett v. Bullitt, p. 360. 


IV. Equal Protection of the Laws. 

1. Closing public schools—Tuition grants——Closing public schools 
in one county in Virginia while giving tuition grants and tax conces- 
sions to assist white children in private segregated schools denied 
Negro petitioners the equal protection of the laws. Griffin v. School 


Board, p. 218. 

2. Dilution of suffrage—Malapportionment—Bias against popu- 
lous areas—The Equal Protection Clause prohibits an apportion- 
ment plan which significantly undervalues the votes of citizens merely 
because of where they reside, and proscribes a formula having a bias 
against voters in the more populous counties. WMCA, Inc., v. 
Lomenzo, p. 633; Reynolds v. Sims, p. 533; Maryland Committee v. 
Tawes, p. 656; Davis v. Mann, p. 678; Roman v. Sincock, p. 695; 
Lucas v. Colorado General Assembly, p. 713. 

3. Disparities from population-based representation—Geographi- 
cal, historical and other factors—The disparities from population- 
based representation, required by the Equal Protection Clause, in 
the allocation of Colorado Senate seats cannot be justified on the 
ground that geographical, historical and other factors were taken 
into account. Lucas v. Colorado General Assembly, p. 713. 

4. Equal representation for all citizens in a State—Both houses 
of bicameral legislature must be apportioned on a population basis — 
The Equal Protection Clause requires substantially equal legislative 
representation for all citizens in a State regardless of where they 
reside and requires that seats in both houses of a bicameral legislature 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

be apportioned substantially on a population basis. Reynolds v. 
Sims, p: 533; WMCA, Inc., v. Lomenzo, p. 633; Maryland Committee 
v. Tawes, p. 656; Davis v. Mann, p. 678; Roman v. Sincock, p. 695; 
Lucas v. Colorado General Assembly, p. 713. 

5. Legislative apportionment—Balancing urban and rural power.— 
The Equa! Protection Clause is applicable to the failure to meet con- 
stitutional requirements whether or not the state legislature periodi- 
cally reapportions; and an attempt to balance urban and rural power 
in the Virginia Legislature will not of itself sustain an apportionment 
plan. Davis v. Mann, p. 678. 

6. Malapportionment of election districts—Bicameral legislature — 
Whether or not the House is apportioned on a population basis, the 
Maryland plan cannot be sustained under the Equal Protection Clause 
because of the gross disparities from population-based representation 
in the apportionment of Senate seats. Maryland Committee v. 
Tawes, p. 656. 

7. Malapportionment of election districts—Justiciability—A claim 
of debasement of the right to vote through malapportionment of 
Alabama’s election districts presents a justiciable controversy under 
the Equal Protection Clause. Reynolds v. Sims, p. 533. 


8. Political remedy—Effect on apportionment plan—A political 
remedy, such as the initiative and referendum, may justify an equity 
court in postponing action temporarily on an apportionment plan to 
await the outcome of such proceedings, but such remedy has no con- 
stitutional significance if the plan does not meet equal protection 
requirements. Lucas v. Colorado General Assembly, p. 713. 


9. Population basis for apportionment—Rigid mathematical stand- 
ards not required—Although the Equal Protection Clause requires 
that both houses of the bicameral Delaware Legislature be appor- 
tioned substantially on a population basis, it does not require rigid 
mathematical standards to evaluate an apportionment plan. Roman 
v. Sincock, p. 695. 

10. Racial desegregation of public schools—Pupil assignment and 
transfer plans.—The case is remanded to the District Court to test 
the nature and effect of Atlanta’s plan for school desegregation, as the 
pupil assignment and transfer policy for the coming school year was 
adopted by the Board of Education subsequent to the argument in 
this Court. Calhoun v. Latimer, p. 263. 


V. Freedom of Religion. 
Public schools—Reading Bible and reciting prayers—Devotional 
Bible reading required by state statute and reciting prayers in public 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
schools are unconstitutional. Chamberlin v. Public Instruction Bd., 
p. 402. 

VI. Freedom of Speech, Petition and Assembly. 

Regulating the legal profession—Applicability to labor union— 
Activities of labor union in advising injured members to obtain legal 
assistance before settling claims and recommending specific lawyers 
are protected by the First and Fourteenth Amendments from state 
prohibition as improper solicitation of legal business and unauthorized 
practice of law. Railroad Trainmen v. Virginia Bar, p. 1. 














VII. Power of Congress. 

Loss of citizenship—Naturalized citizens—Some members of the 
majority of the Court which held § 352 (a)(1) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act of 1952 discriminatory against naturalized citi- 
zens and thus violative of due process, feel that Congress lacks con- 
stitutional power to effect involuntary divestiture of citizenship. 
Schneider v. Rusk, p. 163. 

VIII. Right to Counsel. 

Criminal investigations — Statement in .absence of attorney.— 
Statement elicited by federal agents during post-indictment investi- 
gation, in absence of his attorney, deprived petitioner of right to 
counsel under Sixth Amendment, making statement inadmissible as 
evidence against him. Massiah v. United States, p. 201. 

IX. Twenty-first Amendment. 

Export-Import Clause—Tazation of intoxicating liquors—A state 
tax on whisky, which retained its character as an import in the 
original package, was clearly proscribed by the Export-Import Clause, 
which was not, insofar as intoxicants are concerned, repealed by the 
Twenty-first Amendment. Dept. of Revenue v. James Beam Co., 


p. 341. 
CONSUMER BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1. 
CONTEMPT. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

CONTRACTS. See Insurance. 
CONTRIBUTORY INFRINGEMENT. Sce Damages; Patents, 1-2. 


CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Securities Ex- 
change Act; Taxes, 2. 


COUNSEL. See Right to Counsel. 
COURTS. See Jurisdiction, 1-2. 


CREDITORS. See Priority. 
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CRIMINAL LAW. Sce Constitutional Law, Ii; VIII; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1; Procedure, 3; Right to Counsel; Witnesses. 

DAMAGES. See also Federal-State Relations; Labor Management 
Relations Act; Patents; Transportation, 1. 

Patent infringement—Views of four Justices for guidance of the 
District Court—Four Justices express their views on damages for 
patent infringement for the guidance of the District Court. Aro 
Mfg. Co. v. Convertible Top Co., p. 476. 


DELAWARE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2, 4, 9. 


DESEGREGATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; Eleventh 
Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Schools; 
Taxes, 1. 

DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; Eleventh 
Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Procedure, 1, 
3, 6, 9; Schools; Taxes, 1. 


DIVESTITURE. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, II. 

DRUGS. See McGuire Act. 

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III; Insurance. 

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-9; Legislatures; 
Procedure, 4, 7; Voters. 


ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 1: 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Schools; Taxes, 1. 

Suit against county school board—Deprivation of constitutional 
rights—Suit against county school board and other state and county 
officers is not barred by the Eleventh Amendment since it charges 
deprivation of petitioners’ constitutional rights. Griffin v. School 
Board, p. 218. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. Sce Constitutional Law, 
IV; Eleventh Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Legislatures; Procedure, 6-7; Schools; Taxes, 1; Voters. 

EVIDENCE. See also Procedure, 2-3, 9; Right to Counsel. 


Sufficiency—State or federal standards—The evidence was suffi- 
cient under state or federal standards to support the jury’s verdict in 
wrongful death action. Mercer v. Theriot, p. 152. 


EXPATRIATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VII. 
EXPORT-IMPORT CLAUSE. Sce Constitutional Law, IX. 
FAIR TRADE ACTS. See McGuire Act. 
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FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. See also Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 1. 

Interstate commerce—State-owned railroad—Waiver of immu- 
nity Operation of state-owned railroad in interstate commerce con- 
stituted a waiver of State’s sovereign immunity and consent to suit 
under the Federal Employers’ Liability Act. Parden v. Terminal 
R. Co., p. 184. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See Natural Gas Act. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See also Constitu- 
tional Law, IV, 1; Eleventh Amendment; Schools; Taxes, 1. 

Rule 15 (d)—Amended supplemental complaint—Not new cause of 
action —Though the amended supplemental complaint added new 
parties and relied on post-filing developments, it was a proper amend- 
ment under Rule 15 (d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and 
not a new cause of action, since the new transactions were allegedly 
part of persistent efforts to circumvent this Court’s holdings. 
Griffin v. School Board, p. 218. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Constitutional Law, I, 
1-3; IX; Federal Employers’ Liability Act; Labor; Labor 
Management Relations Act; Legislatures; Procedure, &: 
Voters. 


State common law—Conflict with federal labor law—Damages.— 
Section 303 of the Labor Management Relations Act of 1947, which 
has displaced state law in private damage actions based on union’s 
peaceful secondary activities, and provides only for compensatory 
and not punitive damages, does not bar union’s request to manage- 
ment of one of the employer’s customers to stop doing business with 
the employer. Teamsters Union v. Morton, p. 252. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VII. 
FILLING STATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 
FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; VI. 
FOREIGN COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IX. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. See also Constitutional Law, I, 2: 
Freedom of Association; Procedure, 1, 9; Taxes, 2. 
Registration requirements—Ouster of membership corporation for 
failure to register—State corporate registration requirements are to 
ensure foreign corporation’s amenability to suit, and do not provide 
for ouster of a membership corporation for failure to register or for 
engaging in other activities which furnish no basis therefor. NAACP 
v. Alabama, p. 288. 
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FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III; IV: 
Insurance; Procedure, 3-7; Schools; Voters. 

FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See also Constitutional Law, VI: 
Foreign Corporations; Procedure, 1, 9. 

Privilege of engaging in “business”—National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People-—The action to prevent the NAACP 
from operating in Alabama does not involve the privilege of a cor- 
poration to do “business” there; it involves the freedom of individuals 
to associate for the collective advocacy of ideas. NAACP v. 


Alabama, p. 288. 

FREEDOM OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, V. 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 
FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. See Insurance. 
GASOLINE DEALERS. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 


GRANDFATHER CLAUSE. See Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. 

HANDBILLS. See National Labor Relations Act, 2. 

HEARING. See Natural Gas Act. 

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT OF 1952. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 1; VII. 

IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Federal Employers’ 
Liability Act; Witnesses. 

IMPORTS. See Constitutional Law, IX. 

INFRINGEMENT. See Damages; Patents, 1-3. 

INJUNCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdiction, 2. 

INSURANCE. 

Conflict of laws—Statute of limitations—Full faith and credit — 
Application of statute of limitations of the forum State, instead of 
that of place of contract, is consistent with Due Process and Full 
Faith and Credit Clauses, where the activities of the parties to a 
personal property insurance contract were ample within the forum 
State. Clay v. Sun Ins. Office, Ltd., p. 179. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. See Priority. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional 
Law, I, 1-2; Federal Employers’ Liability Act; Taxes, 2; 
Transportation. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. Sce Transportation, 1-2. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

Common carrier application—Curtailment of prior operations— 
Carriage of agricultural products——The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission should reconsider the curtailment of prior operations it 
imposed on carrier of seasonal agricultural products when it granted 
its common carrier application under the grandfather clause of the 
Transportation Act of 1958. Willis Shaw Exp. v. United States, 
p. 159. 

INTOXICATING LIQUORS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IX; 
Procedure, 8. 


INVESTIGATIONS. See Right to Counsel. 
JUDGMENT CREDITORS. See Priority. 
JUDGMENTS. See Jurisdiction, 2; Procedure, 2. 
JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Procedure, 1-6, 8; Venue. 


JURIES. See Procedure, 3. 
JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 7; Procedure, 
1-2, 4-6, 8; Securities Exchange Act; Voters. 
1. District Court—Withdrawal of guilty plea——The District Court 
has discretion to permit withdrawal of guilty plea where the Gov- 
ernment plans to dismiss the indictment and substitute lesser charges. 


Nagelberg v. United States, p. 266. 

2. State courts—Enjoining action in a federal court—A state 
court cannot enjoin the filing or appealing of an in personam action 
in a federal court which has jurisdiction of the parties and subject 
matter, nor can this right be divested by state contempt or other 
proceedings. Donovan v. City of Dallas, p. 408. 


LABOR. See also Constitutional Law, VI; Federal Employers’ 
Liability Act; Federal-State Relations; Labor Management 
Relations Act; National Labor Relations Act. 

National Labor Relations Act—Secondary picketing—Jurisdiction 
of state court to enjoin—State court had no jurisdiction to enjoin 
the arguably unfair labor practice of picketing at secondary em- 
ployer’s premises since the National Labor Relations Board had 
jurisdiction, its standards being satisfied by reference to the opera- 
tions of the secondary employer. Hattiesburg Trades v. Broome, 
p. 126. 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See also Federal- 
State Relations. 

Primary strike activity—Secondary boycott——Peaceful primary 
strike activity by union does not violate § 303 of the Labor Manage- 
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LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT—Continued. 


ment Relations Act of 1947, but union’s action in encouraging 
employees of a customer to force their employer to stop doing busi- 
ness with respondent was a clear violation thereof. Teamsters Union 
v. Morton, p. 252. 


LEGISLATURES. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 2-9; Pro- 
cedure, 4, 7; Voters. 

Apportionment of state legislature—Bicameral legislature—“Fed- 
eral analogy.”—The validity of the apportionment of one house of a 
bicameral legislature cannot be decided without an evaluation of the 
apportionment of the other house; and reliance on the “federal 
analogy” to sustain a state apportionment plan is misplaced. Mary- 
land Committee v. Tawes, p. 656; Reynolds v. Sims, p. 533; Davis 
v. Mann, p. 678; Roman v. Sincock, p. 695; Lucas v. Colorado 
General Assembly, p. 713. 

LIENS. See Priority. 

LOYALTY OATHS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

MALAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-9; Pro- 
cedure, 4-7; Voters. 

MANAGERIAL DECISIONS. See National Labor Relations 
Act, 3. 

MANUFACTURING. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Taxes, 2. 

MARITIME COMMISSION. 

Ship charters—Sliding scale of excess profits—Termination of 
charters—The Maritime Commission had authority under § 5 (b) of 
the Merchant Ship Sales Act of 1946 to use a sliding scale of excess 


profits in ship charters and could terminate existing charters without 
limitation. Massachusetts Trustees v. United States, p. 235. 


MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2, 4, 6; Legislatures. 


McGUIRE ACT. 

State fair-trade law — Resale price maintenance — Nonsigner— 
Under the McGuire Act and where sanctioned by a state fair-trade 
law a trademark owner may enforce a minimum retail price against 
a nonsigning retail druggist who has been notified that agreements 
have been signed by others. Hudson Distributors v. Eli Lilly, p. 386. 
MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 1936. See Maritime Commission. 
MERCHANT SHIP SALES ACT OF 1946. See Maritime Com- 

mission. 
MERGER. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Securities Exchange Act. 
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MOTOR CARRIERS. See Transportation, 2. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF 
COLORED PEOPLE. See Foreign Corporations; Freedom of 
Association; Procedure, 1, 9. 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See also Labor. 

1. Consumer boycott—Secondary picketing —Peaceful secondary 
picketing of retail stores asking customers to refrain from buying the 
primary employer’s product is not barred by §8 (b)(4) of the 
National Labor Relations Act. Labor Board v. Fruit Packers, p. 58. 

2. Secondary boycotts—Distribution of handbills—Union’s distri- 
bution of handbills to advise the public that an employer is handling 
products of a struck distributor is not prohibited by the proviso to 
§ 8 (b) (4) of the National Labor Relations Act; nor are warnings 
that handbills would be distributed at noncooperating stores “threats” 
proscribed by § 8 (by(4) (ii). Labor Board v. Servette, p. 46. 

3. Secondary boycotts—Managerial decisions—lIt is not an unfair 
labor practice under § 8 (b) (4) (i) of the National Labor Relations 
Act to request supermarket managers to make managerial decisions 
not to handle products of the distributor against whom the union is 
striking. Labor Board v. Servette, p. 46. 


NATURAL GAS ACT. See also Venue. 


Administrative procedure—Rule-making authority—Rejection of 
applications —Hearing requirement of §7 of the Natural Gas Act 
does not preclude Federal Power Commission from specifying statu- 
tory standards through rule-making and barring at the outset those 
whose applications do not meet the standards nor show why the rule 
should be waived. Federal Power Comm’n v. Texaco, p. 33. 


NATURALIZATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VII. 

NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; Eleventh Amend- 
ment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Freedom of Associa- 
tion; Procedure, 1, 3, 6, 9; Schools; Taxes, 1. 

NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IV, 2, 4. 

OATHS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

OCEAN SHIPPING. See Maritime Commission. 

PASSPORTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VII. 

PATENTS. See also Damages. 

1. Contributory infringement—Knowledge.—Section 271 (c) of the 
Patent Code requires knowledge not only that a component was 
specially designed for use in a certain combination but that the com- 
bination was both patented and infringing, to have contributory 
infringement. Aro Mfg. Co. v. Convertible Top Co., p. 476. 
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PATENTS—Continued. 

2. Infringement—Combination patents—Manufacture and sale of 
unpatented component-——Purchasers from manufacturer who in- 
fringed a combination patent for convertible top-structures by manu- 
facturing and selling cars with such top-structures were likewise 
infringers by using or repairing them; and the supplier of replace- 
ment fabrics for repair was a contributory infringer. Aro Mfg. Co. 
v. Convertible Top Co., p. 476. 

3. Infringement—Combination patent—Resizing of products of 
patented machine-——Adapting machines covered by a combination 
patent for use on a different-sized commodity is within the patent 
rights purchased and is not an infringement. Wilbur-Ellis Co. v. 
Kuther, p. 422. 

4. Patent licenses—Imposition of conditions as to unpatented 
replacement parts——Patent owner cannot, in granting the right to 
use patented articles, impose conditions as to unpatented replace- 
ment parts to be used with those articles. Aro Mfg. Co. v. 
Convertible Top Co., p. 476. 

PERISHABLE COMMODITIES. See Transportation, 1. 
PHARMACISTS. See McGuire Act. 

PICKETING. See Labor; National Labor Relations Act, 1. 
POLICYHOLDER. See Insurance. 

POWER OF CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
PRAYER. See Constitutional Law, V. 

PRICE FIXING. See Antitrust Acts, 3; McGuire Act. 


PRIORITY. 

Federal tax lien—State tax lien—Solvent debtor—A State’s choate 
tax lien against a solvent debtor takes priority over a later federal 
tax lien asserted under 26 U.S. C. §§ 6321 and 6322. United States 
v. Vermont, p. 351. 

PROCEDURE. See also Constitutional Law, II; IV, 10; VIII; 
Eleventh Amendment; Evidence; Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure; Foreign Corporations; Freedom of Association; Juris- 
diction, 1-2; Schools; Taxes, 1; Voters. 

1. Supreme Court—Deciding case on the merits—Remanding to 
state court—In view of the past history, this Court decides the case 
on its merits rather than remanding it to the state court for that 
purpose, but, though this Court has power to formulate a decree for 
entry in the state court, the case is remanded for entry of a decree. 
NAACP v. Alabama, p. 288. 

2. Supreme Court—Review of judgments below—The Supreme 
Court may consider all substantial federal questions determined in 
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PROCEDURE—Continued. 
the earlier stages of the litigation in its review of the second judgment 
entered in the case. Mercer v. Theriot, p. 152. 


3. Supreme Court—Review of state criminal conviction—Oppor- 
tunity to present evidence of jury discrimination—Petitioner must 
be given an opportunity to offer evidence to support his claim of 
systematic exclusion of Negroes from juries, which would entitle him 
to a new trial, since the state court decided his constitutional claim 
on the merits, without allowing him to introduce evidence thereon. 
Coleman v. Alabama, p. 129. 


4. District Court—Abstention—Where the District Court’s juris- 
diction is properly invoked and the relevant state constitutional and 
statutory provisions are plain and unambiguous, abstention is not 
necessary. Davis v. Mann, p. 678. 


5. District Courts—Abstention—Doubtful issue of state law— 
District courts do not necessarily abstain when faced with a doubtful 
issue of state law, as abstention involves a discretionary exercise of 
equity power. Baggett v. Bullitt, p. 360. 


6. District Courts—Abstention—Protracted delay—In view of 
the long delay resulting from state and county resistance to the 
enforcement of constitutional rights here involved, District Court 
abstention pending state judicial resolution of the legality of conduct 
under the constitution and laws of Virginia is not required or 
appropriate. Griffin v. School Board, p. 218. 


7. District Courts—Malapportionment of election districts—Proz- 
imity of election—In awarding relief for malapportionment of elec- 
tion districts, a district court should consider the proximity of a 
forthcoming election and the complexities of the election laws, and 
should rely on general equitable principles. Reynolds v. Sims, p. 
533; WMCA, Inc., v. Lomenzo, p. 633; Davis v. Mann, p. 678; 
Roman v. Sincock, p. 695; Lucas v. Colorado General Assembly, 
p. 713. 


8. District Court—State licensing requirements—Abstention— 
Abstention by District Court is not automatically required and is 
not warranted where not requested by either party in protracted 
litigation and where there is no danger that a federal decision would 
disrupt state licensing regulations. Hostetter v. Idlewild Liquor 
Corp., p. 324. 

9. State court—Procedural rule—Failure to consider claims of 
constitutional rights—Despite substantial compliance with a pro- 
cedural rule, a state court’s reliance on strict adherence and conse- 
quent failure to consider asserted constitutional rights, was wholly 
unwarranted. NAACP v. Alabama, p. 288. 
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PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; V: 
Eleventh Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Schools; Taxes, 1. 


PUNITIVE DAMAGES. Sce Federal-State Relations; Labor Man- 
agement Relations Act. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; 
Eleventh Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Pro- 
cedure, 1, 3, 6, 9; Schools; Taxes, 1. 


RAILROADS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Federal Employers’ 
Liability Act; Transportation, 1. 


REAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-9; Legis- 
latures; Procedure, 7; Voters. 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, V. 


REMEDIES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1-10; Procedure, 3-8: 
Securities Exchange Act; Voters. 


RESALE PRICE MAINTENANCE. See McGuire Act. 
RES JUDICATA. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

RESTRAINING ORDER. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See also Constitutional Law, VIII. 


Criminal law—Investigations—Statement in absence of attorney. — 
Statement elicited by federal agents during post-indictment investi- 
gation, in absence of his attorney, deprived petitioner of right to 
counsel under Sixth Amendment, making statement inadmissible as 
evidence against him. Massiah v. United States, p. 201. 


RULES. See Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Natural Gas Act. 
SALES. See Antitrust Acts, 3; Constitutional Law, I, 2; Taxes, 2. 


SCHOOLS. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; V; Eleventh 
Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Taxes, 1. 
District Court authority—Operation of public schools—Closing of 
schools —The District Court may order that county public schools 
not be closed to avoid the law while the State permits other public 
schools to remain open at taxpayers’ expense. Griffin v. School 
Board, p. 218. 


SECONDARY BOYCOTTS. Sce Federal-State Relations; Labor 
Management Relations Act; National Labor Relations Act, 2-3. 


SECONDARY PICKETING. Sce Labor; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1. 
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SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT. 

Private suits by stockholders—Remedies available—Private suits 
are permissible under § 27 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
for violation of §14 (a) for both derivative and direct causes, and 
the federal courts will provide the requisite remedies. J. I. Case 
Co. v. Borak, p. 426. 

SEGREGATION. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 10; Eleventh 


Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Schools; 
Taxes, 1. 


SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 
SHIP CHARTERS. See Maritime Commission. 


SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Right to 
Counsel. 


SOLICITATION OF LEGAL BUSINESS. See Constitutional 
Law, VI. 


SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Federal 
Employers’ Liability Act. 


STATE EMPLOYEES. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Insurance. 
STOCKHOLDERS. See Securities Exchange Act. 


STRIKES. See Federal-State Relations; Labor Management Re- 
lations Act; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 


TAXES. See also Constitutional Law, I, 2; IV, 1; Eleventh Amend- 
ment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Priority; Schools. 


1. District Court authority—Levying taxes to operate desegre- 
gated schools—The District Court may require the County Super- 
visors to levy taxes as is done in other-counties in the State for non- 
racial operation of the county public schools. Griffin v. School 
Board, p. 218. 


2. State tax on doing business—Foreign corporation—“In-state” 
activities—The bundle of corporate activities within the State 
afforded a proper basis for imposition of a state tax on a foreign 
corporation doing business there. General Motors v. Washington, 
p. 436. 


TEACHERS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


TRADEMARKS. See McGuire Act. 
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TRANSPORTATION. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1; Federal 
Employers’ Liability Act. 

1. Interstate commerce—Liability for damage—Perishable com- 
modities—Under § 20 (11) of the Interstate Commerce Act a carrier, 
while not an absolute insurer, is liable for damages to perishable and 
nonperishable commodities, other than livestock, while in its pos- 
session, unless caused by an act of God, a public enemy, the shipper, 
public authority, or the inherent vice or nature of the goods. 
Missouri P. R. Co. v. Elmore & Stahl, p. 134. 

2. Motor carriers—Backhauling—Ezxempt private carriage—Sec- 
tion 203 (c) of the Interstate Commerce Act does not prohibit all 
backhauling, and where the backhaul furthers the carrier’s primary 
general merchandise business it is exempt private carriage. Red 
Ball Motor Freight v. Shannon, p. 311. 


TRANSPORTATION ACT. See Interstate Commerce Commission. 
TRUCKERS. See Transportation, 2. 


TWENTY-FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; 
IX; Procedure, 8. 


UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Federal-State Relations; 
Labor; Labor Management Relations Act; National Labor 
Relations Act. 


VAGUENESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


VENUE. See also Natural Gas Act. 

Where company “is located or has its principal place of business” — 
State of incorporation—Dismissal for lack of venue—The term “is 
located” in § 19 (b) of the Natural Gas Act refers, in the case of a 
corporation, to the State of its incorporation, and the Court of 
Appeals should have dismissed the petition for lack of venue where 
natural gas corporation brought an action seeking review of Federal 
Power Commission order in a circuit other than where it was incor- 
porated. Federal Power Comm’n v. Texaco, p. 33. 


VESSELS. See Maritime Commission. 


VIRGINIA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1-2, 4-5; VI; Eleventh 
Amendment; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Procedure, 
4, 6-7; Schools; Taxes, 1. 


VOTERS. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 2-9; Procedure, 7. 


State or federal election—Unequal apportionment.—The right of 
suffrage is denied by dilution of a citizen’s vote in a state or federal 
election. Reynolds v. Sims, p. 533. 
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WAIVER. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Federal Employers’ 
Liability Act. 


WASHINGTON. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; III, 2; Taxes, 2. 


WITNESSES. 

Antitrust Immunity Act—Immunity from prosecution—Testimony 
before congressional subcommittee—Act of February 25, 1903, as 
amended, did not immunize from prosecution a witness who testified 
before a congressional subcommittee, since the Act confines immunity 
to those who testify in judicial proceedings under oath and in response 
to a subpoena. United States v. Welden, p. 95. 


WORDS. 

1. “Individual employed by any person.”—§ 8 (b) (4) (1), National 
Labor Relations Act, as amended, 29 U.S. C. (Supp. IV) § 158 (b) 
(4) (i). Labor Board v. Servette, p. 46. 

2. “Is located.”—§ 19 (b), Natural Gas Act, 15 U.S. C. § 717r (b). 
Federal Power Comm’n v. Texaco, p. 33. 

3. “Other than picketing.”—§ 8 (b) (4) (ii), National Labor Rela- 
tions Act, as amended, 29 U. S. C. (Supp. IV) § 158 (b) (4) (ii). 
Labor Board v. Fruit Packers, p. 58. 

4. “Threaten, coerce, or restrain.”—§ 8 (b) (4) (ii), National Labor 
Relations Act, as amended, 29 U. S. C. (Supp. IV) § 158 (b) (4) (ii). 
Labor Board v. Servette, p. 46. 

5. “Within the scope, and in furtherance, of a primary business 
enterprise.” —§ 203 (c), Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. 
§ 303 (c). Red Ball Motor Freight v. Shannon, p. 311. 
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AFFIDAVITS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
ALIMONY. See Constitutional Law, V. 
AMUSEMENT PARK. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 

1. Clayton Act —Interindustry competition — Relevant product 
market.—Interindustry competition between glass and metal con- 
tainers may provide a basis for defining a relevant product market 
within the meaning of §7 of the Clayton Act, and this competition, 
based on the present record, warrants treating the combined glass 
and metal container industries and all end uses for which they com- 
pete as a relevant product market. United States v. Continental 
Can Co., p. 441. 

2. Clayton Act—Joint ventures—Potential competition—The test 
of whether a joint venture, which comes within the scope of §7 of 
the Clayton Act, might substantially lessen competition is not only 
whether both parent companies would probably have entered the 
market, or whether one would probably have entered alone, but also 
whether the joint venture eliminated the potential competition of 
the company that might have stayed at the edge of the market, 
threatening to enter. United States v. Penn-Olin Co., p. 158. 

3. Clayton Act—Mergers—Lessening of competition—In deter- 
mining whether a merger will have probable anticompetitive effect 
it must be looked at functionally in the context of the market, its 
structure, history and future; and where a merger is of such magni- 
tude as to be inherently suspect, detailed market analysis and proof 
of likely lessening of competition are not required. United States v. 
Continental Can Co., p. 441. 


APPEAL. See Procedure, 2. 
ATOMIC ENERGY ACT. Sce Taxes. 
ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Right to Counsel. 
BOOKS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
BREACH OF PEACE. See Criminal Law, 1; Jurisdiction. 
CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3. 
COERCION. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Procedure, 3. 
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COLLATERAL ATTACK. See Constitutional Law, V. 
COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts. 

COMMUNISM. See Subversive Activities Control Act. 
COMPELLED TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2. 
COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts. 

CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; VI; Procedure, 3. 
CONFLICT OF LAWS. See Constitutional Law, V. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Criminal Law, 1; Jurisdic- 
tion; Procedure, 3; Right to Counsel; Subversive Activities 
Control Act. 


I. Due Process. 

1. New construction of criminal statute—Retroactive application — 
In giving retroactive effect to a new construction of a criminal statute, 
the state court deprived petitioners of their right to fair warning of 
a criminal prohibition, thus violating due process. Bouie v. City of 
Columbia, p. 347. 

2. State criminal procedure — Confessions.—State procedure 
whereby the trial judge makes a preliminary determinaticn of the 
voluntariness of a confession and excludes it if it could not be deemed 
voluntary but otherwise instructs the jury to determine voluntariness 
and truthfulness, does not adequately protect petitioner’s right not 
to be convicted by use of a coerced confession and is violative of 
due process. Jackson v. Denno, p. 368. 


II. Equal Protection. 

1. Racial segregation—State action—Action of an individual who, 
as a deputy sheriff having state authority, purports to act pursuant 
thereto, is state action; and when a State undertakes to enforce a 
private policy of racial segregation, it violates the Equal Protection 
Clause. Griffin v. Maryland, p. 130. 


2. Racially segregated restaurant —Conviction for refusal to 
leave-——Regulations embodying a state policy which discouraged 
serving Negroes and whites together involved the State so signifi- 
cantly in causing restaurant segregation as to violate the Equal 
Protection Clause. Robinson v. Florida, p. 153. 


III. Freedom of Expression. 


Allegedly obscene motion picture—Conviction of manager of 
motion picture theater for possessing and exhibiting an allegedly 
obscene film is reversed. Jacobellis v. Ohio, p. 184. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
IV. Freedom of Speech and Press. 

Seizure of allegedly obscene books.—Seizure of allegedly obscene 
books under a state statute proscribing distribution of obscene mate- 
rials and authorizing their seizure before, and their destruction after, 
an adversary determination of their obscenity, held invalid. A 
Quantity of Books v. Kansas, p. 205. 


V. Full Faith and Credit. 

Divorce decree—Award of alimony—Collateral attack—Under 
Florida law an award of alimony binding husband’s estate is not 
proper in the absence of an express prior agreement, but the hus- 
band’s failure to appeal let the decree become final and no longer 
subject to collateral attack, and thus the West Virginia probate court 
must give full faith and credit to the Florida decree. Aldrich v. 
Aldrich, p. 540. 


VI. Right to Counsel. 

Police investigation—Statement in absence of counsel—Where a 
police investigation has begun to focus on a suspect in custody who 
has been refused an opportunity to consult with his attorney and has 
not been warned of his constitutional right to remain silent, the 
accused has been denied assistance of counsel in violation of the Sixth 
and Fourteenth Amendments, and no statement made during the 
police interrogation may be used against him. Escobedo v. Illinois, 
p. 478. 

VII. Search and Seizure. 

Search warrant—Sufficiency of affidavit given to obtain warrant — 
Affidavit to support warrant to search for narcotics must inform 
magistrate of some of the underlying circumstances relied on by the 
unidentified informant and some of the circumstances from which the 
affiant concluded that the informant was creditable or his information 
reliable. Aguilar v. Texas, p. 108. 


VIII. Self-incrimination. 

1. Exercise of privilege by witness in state inquiry—Federal and 
state standards——The privilege against self-incrimination is available, 
under the Fourteenth Amendment, to a witness in a state proceeding, 
and the same standards determine whether the privilege is justified 
regardless of whether the proceeding is federal or state. Malloy v. 
Hogan, p. 1. 

2. Fifth Amendment—Federal-state relations ——One jurisdiction in 
our federal system may not, absent an immunity provision, compel a 
witness to give testimony which might incriminate him under the 
laws of another jurisdiction. Murphy v. Waterfront Comm’n, p. 52. 
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CONTAINERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3. 

CONTEMPT. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2. 

CORPORATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3. 

COST-PLUS CONTRACT. Sce Taxes. 

COUNSEL, See Constitutional Law, VI; Right to Counsel. 

COURTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2; V; Procedure, 1-3. 

CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1-2; II, 1-2; 
III; VI-VIII; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1-3; Right to Counsel. 

1. Breach of the peace—Trespass—Remaining on premises—Lack 
of evidence —It will not be assumed that the State Supreme Court on 
the merits would have held petitioners guilty of trespass and breach 
of the peace based on their peacefully remaining after being asked to 
leave; and, in any event, the breach of peace convictions cannot 
stand, as there was no evidence to support them. Barr v. City of 
Columbia, p. 146. 

2. Supervening change in state law—Effect on conviction.—Con- 
victions of Negro “sit-in” demonstrators for refusing to leave restau- 
rant when asked, reversed and remanded to state court so that it 
might reconsider in view of the change in state law which occurred 
by the adoption of public accommodation statutes. Bell v. Maryland, 
p. 226. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 1-2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1. 


DIVORCE. See Constitutional Law, V. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 2-3; Sub- 
versive Activities Control Act. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional 
Law, II. 


EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI; VIII; Criminal Law, 1; 
Jurisdiction; Right to Counsel. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Pro- 
cedure, 2. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2; Sub- 
versive Activities Control Act. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III-IV. 


FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; V. 
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FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-2; 
II, 1-2; IIJ-IV; VI-VIII; Criminal Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction; 
Procedure, 1; Right to Counsel. 


FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION. See Constitutional Law, III. 


FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND PRESS. See Constitutional Law, 
oF, 


FREEDOM OF TRAVEL. See Subversive Activities Control Act. 
FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. Sce Constitutional Law, V. 
GLASS CONTAINERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3. 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTOR. See Taxes. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Constitutional Law, V. 
INTERINDUSTRY COMPETITION. Sce Antitrust Acts, 1. 


INVESTIGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Right to 
Counsel. 


JOINT VENTURES. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
JUDGMENTS. See Constitutional Law, V. 
JURIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Procedure, 3. 


JURISDICTION. See also Criminal Law, 1. 

Supreme Court — Right to review — State procedural require- 
ments.—State procedural requirements not strictly or regularly fol- 
lowed cannot deprive this Court of the right to review. Barr v. City 
of Columbia, p. 146. 


LUNCH COUNTERS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 2; Crim- 
inal Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction. 


MARRIAGE. See Constitutional Law, V. 
MARYLAND. See Criminal Law, 2; Procedure, 1. 
MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3. 

METAL CONTAINERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3. 
MOTION PICTURES. See Constitutional Law, III. 
NARCOTICS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 1-2; Criminal Law, 
1-2; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1. 


OBSCENITY. See Constitutional Law, III-IV. 


PASSPORTS. See Subversive Activities Control Act. 
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POTENTIAL COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
PRIOR RESTRAINT. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


PROCEDURE. See also Criminal Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction. 

1. Supreme Court—Supervening change in state criminal law— 
When the applicable state criminal law is changed before decision on 
review by the Supreme Court, the Court’s practice is to remand to 
enable the state court to reconsider in view of the change of law. 
Bell v. Maryland, p. 226. 

2. Courts of Appeals—Notice of appeal—Timeliness—Rules of 
Criminal Procedure should not be applied inflexibly, and where peti- 
tioner, who was without benefit of counsel, did all that could reason- 
ably be expected to file a timely notice of appeal, he should not be 
barred from a hearing on the merits. Fallen v. United States, p. 139. 

3. State courts—Criminal trial—Confessions —Petitioner is entitled 
to state court hearing on the issue of voluntariness of the confession 
by a body other than the one trying his guilt or innocence. Jackson 
v. Denno, p. 368. 

PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS LAWS. See Criminal Law, 2; 
Procedure, 1. 

PUBLICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 
1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1. 

RESTAURANTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 2; Criminal 
Law, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See also Constitutional Law, VI. 

Criminal law — Police investigation— Statement in absence of 
counsel—Where a police investigation has begun to focus on a sus- 
pect in custody who has been refused an opportunity to consult with 
his attorney and has not been warned of his constitutional right to 
remain silent, the accused has been denied assistance of counsel in 
violation of the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments, and no statement 
made during the police interrogation may be used against him. 
Escobedo v. Illinois, p. 478. 


RULES. See Procedure, 2. 
SALES TAX. See Taxes. 
SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, VII. 


SEGREGATION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 1-2; Criminal 
Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1. 


SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2. 
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SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 


‘‘SIT-IN’’ DEMONSTRATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; 
II, 1-2; Criminal Law, 1-2; Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI; Right to 
Counsel. 

SODIUM CHLORATE. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Criminal Law, 
1; Jurisdiction. 

STATE DEPARTMENT. See Subversive Activities Control Act. 

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES CONTROL ACT. 

Communist organizations—Passports for members—Unconstitu- 
tionality of § 6 of the Act.—Section 6 of the Act, which provides that 
when a Communist organization is registered, or under final order to 
register, it shall be unlawful for any member with knowledge or 
notice thereof to apply for a passport, is unconstitutional as a denial 
of due process. Aptheker v. Secretary of State, p. 500. 


TAXES. 

Government contractor—Use tax—Cost-plus contract. —Utilization 
of government-owned property by a federal atomic energy cost-plus 
contractor, in connection with commercial activities for his profit or 
gain, is a separate taxable activity. United States v. Boyd, p. 39. 


TRESPASS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; II, 1-2. 
TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; Procedure, 3. 
USE TAX. See Taxes. 

WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
WEST VIRGINIA. See Constitutional Law, V. 
WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2. 


WORDS. 
“With knowledge or notice.’”—Subversive Activities Control Act of 
1950, § 6 (a), 50 U.S. C. § 785 (a). Aptheker v. Secretary of State, 


p. 500. 
O 





